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IN THE 


LATE DISPUTES AT MADRAS. 


FR. Floyer landed at Madras from England, on the 3d of 


George, and nominated by the Court of Directors to ſucceed Mr. 
Whitehill in the chief ſhip of Maſulipatam, of which the Pre- 
ſident and Council were duly adviſed,” in a general letter from the 


Company, by the Royal Henry Indiaman, which arrived from 


England on the 1ſt or 2d of the preceding month of May. | 
On the 6th of June, being duly ſummoned, Mr. Floyer took 
his ſeat in the Council, and the oaths of allegiance and office, at 
which Council there was no material buſineſs moved or tranſacted, 
At the ſucceeding council, held on the 1oth of that month, the 
buſineſs of the day commenced with the peruſal of the following 
minute, delivered by Mr. Floyer. 


Minute of Mr. Floyer, reſpecting the propriety and ede of 
giving his opinion on Mr. Benheld's claims. Conſultation, 10th 


June, 1776. | 
The board being this FRE aſſembled, to e a reſolution 


June, 1776, having been appointed of Council at Fort St. - 


467 


| ap a ſubject that has been a long time under deliberation, Mr. 


Floyer begs, leave to ſubmit to their conſidetation the-particulars 
of his ſituation, relative to the  chiefſhip : of Maſulipatam, of 
which he is appointed, by the honourable Court of Directors, to 
take immediate charge, in caſe of the death, reſignation, or re- 
moval of Mr. Whitehill, who took his departure for Eutope three 
months ago: and to ne whether it is their opinion, that i it is 
proper for him, as chief of a ſubordinacy, to afliſt at their conſul- 
tations during his ſtay at the Preſidency. —When Mr. Floyer is 
informed of the board's ſentiments on this occaſion, he will be 
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dener able to judge whether he ſhall confine his attention chiefly 


to the buſineſs of his particular department, Maſulipatam, or di- 
vide it between that, and ſuch matters as may come under the de- 
liberation of this board, —Mr. Floyer further informs the board, 
that as the queſtion now before them appears to be of a very im- 
portant nature *, and has already much engaged the attention of 


the right honourable Preſident, and the other members, he cannot 


flatter himſelf with the expectation of becoming a competent 
judge of a matter, upon which the opinion to be given ' ſhould, 
he thinks, be the reſult of information and local knowlege, ob- 
tained in its every progreſſive ſtage. Thus ſituated, he withes to 
decline giving any vote on the occaſion; and informs the board, 
that if they ſhould be of opinion his voice is neceſſary, he ſhall. 
proceed in giving it with the utmoſt difidencs: and \ 12 or 


\ reaſons he has already ſtated.” 


Mr. Floyer Movght it dawtint on blah not to delay offering. 


_ theſe his Ratios to the board, for the following reaſons: 


1ſt, —Becauſe his duty firſt called him to take immediate charge of 
the ſettlement of Maſulipatam, which had been near three 

months vacated by Mr. Whitehill, in obedience to the expreſs 
and poſitive orders of the Court of Directors, tranſmitted by 
the Royal Henry Indiaman. 

2dly,—Becauſe no notice had been taken by the Preſident and 
Council at the preceding conſultation, 10 June, of his Gd 
nomination to the chief ſhip of Maſulipatam. _ 

And 3dly,—Becauſe he was informed that a matter of Net fi im- 
portance, which had been determined by the Council, con- 
fiſting of the Preſident and ten other members, previous to 
his arrival, was to be reconſidered on that day, (1oth June.) 


Copy of the 24th paragraph of the Company's general letter to Fort 
St, George, by the ſhip mane Henry, dated Novembe 24, 


1775. 
„ Mr, Charles Floyer, ind by our letter of the 12th of April 
laſt, we appointed one of the Council, at your Preſidency, now pro- 


To determine a matter of property to a very great amount. 
ceeds 


EY 


 ceeds to his univ on the: Hip Greenwich.z and we direct that in 
_ caſe of a Vacancy1in. the ohiefſhip of Maſulipatam, by the deceaſe, 

reſignation, or coming away of Mr. John Whitehill, Mr. Floyer.do 
immediately ſucceed thereto ; it being our intention, and we do hereby 
direct, that Mr. Floyer ſhall be the next chief of that Fee 
to Mr. Whitchill; and, that in caſe of teſignation, death, or 
removal of Mr. W hitehill, before the receipt of this letter, our pofe 
tive orders are, that Mr. Floyer do, on 4is arrival, take immediate 
charge of the chieſſii of Maſulipatam.” 

_ Nothing-can poſſibly be more expreſſive, of. the intention and pofi- 
tive orders of the Court of Directors, for Mr, Floyer's proceeding 
immediately to his ſtation at Maſulipatam, in caſe of its being vacated 
by his predeceflor, Mr. Whitehill, than the words repeatedly uſed 
in the foregoing paragraph of their orders It remains to be ſhewn 
in what manner theſe orders operated with the Preſident and Coun» 
cil, to whom they were addreſſen. * 

The reſolution. of the Preſident and Council in reply 10 Mr. 
Floyer's minute of the 1oth of June is as follows: 


Mr. Floyer not having been preſent at the diſcuſſion of this 55 


ſubject, it is agreed that the reconſideration. of it be deferred until 
+ Thurſday next, 1 3th June. „ 

It ſhould ſeem that the Preſident and Council, * their 8 
reſolution, had totally loſt ſight of Mr. Floyer's requeſt, and that 


they did not ſufficiently attend to the expreſs and poſitive orders of 


their honourable maſters. But as this reſolution was vague and 
undeciſive, Mr. Floyer again addreſſed them by letter, which hp 
enen at the council tabls on the 1 zth June. | 


To the right honourable Lord pigot, Preſident and Governor, 
&c. Council at Fort St. George. 


My Lord and Gentlemen, 


« Permit me to have the honour of repreſonaing to you, that 
after having read with all the attention in my power, the ſeveral 
papers and proccedings which are connected with the Wider at 

it pte- 


45 * 


(4) 
prefent under the conſideration of the board, I do not, in my own 
mind, find myſelf competent to give an opinion upon it, without 
that degree of doubt that e might, through life, affect my 
future peace of mind. | 

« There is, in my opinion, a wide difference between the degrees 
of knowlege gained by the private and ſeparate peruſal of papers, on 
any important ſubject, in its laſt ſtage, and that ſort of information 
which a man of candour may require, who has had occafion to be 
preſent during the whole courſe of the operations tending to thoſe 
debates; or who, as a member of Council, has had and ANG 
taken a ſhare in the progreſſive reaſoning upon them. 585 

« Thus much, upon the whole, I apprehend, and moſt ſeofibly 
feel, that my doubtful vote may poſſibly involve this Prefidency in 
great difficulties with the country powers; or it may affect the pro- 
perty and credit of individuals, and in its conſequences entail many 
inconveniencies gpon this ſettlement, | | 

« I am'the more agitated by this impreſſion on my mind, bac | 
that if the orders of the honourable Court of Directors, in any reſpe& 
are to be conformed to, I preſume my duty calls me immediately to 
my ſtation at Maſulipatam; ſo that if I give my vote, as is poſlible, 
erroneouſly on this occaſion, it may not afferwards be in my power * 
to remedy the inconvenience upon any future diſcuſſion at the board 
on this ſubject. I entertain that opinion of your lordſhip, and of 


the other members of Council, who have thoroughly weighed and 


conſidered the queſtion now before you, with all its conſequences, 
ſome time before my arrival, that I am convinced every member 
will give his voice as the reſult of information and local knowlege, 
he has acquired of this matter, in its every progreſſive ſtage.— This, 
it muſt be confeſſed, my Lord and Gentlemen, cannot be my 
caſe ; and, therefore, I truſt I ſhall ſtand excuſed to my honourable 
| maſters, to your lordſhip, and to the other members of the board, if 
J wiſh to decline giving any opinion in the ſituation and circum- 
ſtances I have herein ſtated to you. | * 

« However, conſcious as I am that my, private lags ought to 
give way to what the board may think my duty to my honourable 
maſters, I await the ſentiments of your lordſhip and council on this 

TY occaſion, 


@ 5 * 
ola to which I profeſs. myſelf at all times ready to pay the 
utmoſt deference and reſpect. 

I have the honour to be, 
My lord and gentlemen, 


your moſt obedient humble ſervant, 
Fort St. George, F 'F | C. F | ” 


June 13th, 1770. 


Upon this letter having been read, a warm debate enſued in Coun- 
cil; the Preſident, lord Pigot, and other members, inſiſting that 
Mr. Floyer, as well as every other member preſent, was bound to 
give his vote upon every queſtion agitated in Council, and the fol - 
lowing ſtanding orders of the Company were quoted in ſupport of 
their arguments. 


Extract from a general letter from England, dated 1 Feb. I 5. 1705. 


Paragraph 97.—“ If, at any time, any of the Council at Fort St. 
0 George ſhould be appointed by us, or the Preſident and Council for 
the time being, to be chief of a ſubordinate factory, and there is no 
declaration to the contrary, ſuch chief, if he happen at any time to 
be at Fort St. George, ſhall take place in the Council, as he would 
have done had he remained all the while at Madras ; ſuch ſitting 
in Council being deſigned as a proper honorary ſtation to preſerve the 
perſon's reputation.” 


Mr. Floyer muſt ever think the only interpretation that ought to 
have been put upon this paragraph was, that a chief of a ſubordi- 
nate might attend and give his vote in Council, when at the Preſi- 
dency, more as a compliment neceſſary for keeping up the rank 

 ſach member held in the ſervice, than the compelling him to give 
a vote, when ſuch reaſons exiſted as had been given by Mr. Floyer 
for wiſhing to decline it—But finding that Sir Robert Fletcher only 
was of the ſame opinion, he thought it his duty to acquieſce. 

Mr. Floyer's opinion is recorded at length in the proceedings of 
Council on the 14th of June, 1776, as entered in the 237th page of 
the firſt volume of papers, printed in the year 1777, by order of the 
Court of Directors, to which he begs leave to Iefer. | 
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It may not perbaps be unneceſſary to ſet forth the very ſingular 
predicament in which Mr. Floyer was placed, by having been thus 
compelled to vote upon the important queſtion, at that time before the 
Board. 

When this queſtion was firſt agitated and determined in Council, 
on the 2gth of May, 1776, before Mr. Floyer's arrival, it was car- 
ried by a majority of fix to five, viz. the Preſident, Meſſrs. Brooke, 
Dawſon, Ruſſell, Dalrymple, and Stone; againſt Mr. Stratton, Sir 
Robert Fletcher, Mefirs. Palmer, Jourdan, and Mackay—But Mr. 
Brooke did at the next meeting of Council, on the 3d of June, 1776, 
declare he had miſunderſtood the nature of the queſtion, and that 
he then entertained an opinion different from what he had before 
given upon it. He thereupon defired and obtained a reconſideration 
of it.— Thus the queſtion, which had been carried before Mr. 
Floyer's arrival in India, was, upon reconſideration, certain of being 
over-ruled by a change of Mr. Brooke's former opinion; by which 
means the numbers would, vice verſa, be fix pn and five for the 
queſtion under reconſideration. 

If then Mr. Floyer gave an opinion thereon, and that opinion was 
for the queſtion, the Prefident would have carried it by his caſting 
vote—Thus the member juſt arrived from England, unacquainted, © 
as Mr, Floyer had declared himfelf to be, with the riſe and progreſs 


” a of the claims in queſtion upon the Tanjore country, muſt have been 


the perſon to decide ultimately upon a point which the whole Council 
had deemed of the firſt conſequence, as it determined a matter of 
property to a very conſiderable amount—On the other hand, if Mr. 
Floyer gave his vote againſt the queſtion, it was of no avail, becauſe, 
independent of him, there was a declared majority on that ſide.— 
Hence 1t is evident, that lord Pigot, and thoſe who ſupported him 
in that queſtion, were not the more expoſed to a hazard of loſing 
their queſtion, by infiſting on Mr. Floyer's vote; but on the other 
hand, had a chance of carrying their point, if that vote ſhould be fa- 
vourable to the fide of the queſtion they had eſpouſed. 
It muſt therefore be apparent, that Mr. Floyer, by voting as he 
did againſt the queſtion, and ſtudiouſly endeavouring to avoid entering 
into the debates of the Council, which had riſen to a ſerious height 
before he landed in India, can a neither be charged with a wanton ex- 


erciſe 


"RFI 
ereiſe of the powers veſted in him, as a member of the Company 8 

government, or with attaching himſelf to the one or the other party 
in the Council. -The public records, at this very period, will clearly 
demonſtrate this impartiality in Mr. Floyer's conduct — for the firſt 
vote he gave in the Madras Council, on the * 13th of June, 1776, 
was in favour of a queſtion put by the Preſident, lord Pigot, in which 
he concurred in opinion with his lordſhip, Mefirs. Dawſon, Brooke, 
Rufſcll, Dalrymple, and Stone; which proves that Mr. Floyer had 
not taken a decided part in oppoſition to lord Pigot. 

But Mr. Floyer conceives it will be no difficult matter to prove the 
decided part which lord Pigot took againſt him, from the very in- 
ſtant he had given his vote againſt his lordſhip's queſtion, on the 
13th of June, 1776, touching the claims upon the Tanjore coun- 
try. 
Mir. Floyer, immediately after having given the vote he had been 

compelled to give, did, on the 14th of June, 1776, again expreſs 

his earneſt wiſh to the Board, that they would come to the reſolu- 
tion of obeying the poſtive orders of the Court of Directors, for his 
repairing immediately to his ſtation at Maſulipatam upon which 
occaſion, the Preſident, lord Pigot, addreſſing himſelf to Mr, Floyer, 
declared that he ſhould look upon any man as bis enemy, who dare 
to give his vote againſt him at 7hat Board; and that in caſe any place 
of truſt or emolument in the ſervice became vacant, ſuch perſon , 
ſhould never be appointed thereto, if he could poaib/y prevent it— * 
That as Mr. Floyer had done ſo, he ſhould moſt certainly do every 
thing in Bis power to prevent his nomination to Maſulipatam from 
taking place—or words to that effect Mr. Floyer hoped his lordſhip 
would have no objection to the ſecretary's recording the doctrine he 
had thus held towards the members of the Council, in order that he 
might reply thereto, and ſubmit the ſubject to the conſideration of 
the Board: and his lordſhip replying he had no objection, it was re- 
corded upon his paper of minutes, notwithſtanding Mr. Brooke, one 
of the members preſent, had previouſly requeſted of his lordſhip, 
to reflect upon the conſequence of ſuch a declaration ſtanding upon 
record—the Board, however, upon an apology from lord Pigot, fol- 


Printed collection of papers from the India Houſe, vol. i. page 229. 
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lowed by the requeſt of Mr. Floyer, immediately afterwards aſſented 
to its being expunged Mr. Floyer appeals for the veracity of theſe 
aſſertions to Mr. Richard Joſeph Sulivan (now in England), who 

was the ſecretary, and took the minutes of that day's council. 

At the time when it was thus agreed to expunge from the records 
the extraordinary declaration ſo made by lord Pigot, it was Mr. 
Floyer's intention never to reſume that ſubject: nor would even the 
ſubſequent conduct of lord Pigot have excited him to mention it, but 
that he finds the matter has been completely diſcloſed from another 
quarter, without his participation or knowlege—He obſerves that 
it is particularly ſtated in the printed collection of papers, publiſhed 

* by order of the Court of Directors, vol. ii. page 105, in a letter from 
Mr. Brooke to the Chairman of the Court of Directors. 

After the foregoing declaration had been omitted out of the records, 
Mr. Floyer reſumed, with a more earneſt ſollicitation, the ſubject of 
his nomination from the Court of Directors to Maſulipatam, perceiv- 
ing too plainly, from what had paſſed in the courſe of that conſul- 
tation, an intention to deſeat, if poſlible, it's operating with effect 
Upon this occaſion, the Preſident, lord Pigot, informed the Board, 
that he wiſhed Mr. Floyer's appointment ſhould be deferred for a 

few days, as he had many complaints to lay before them, againſt 
perſons who had been in the management of the public affairs, at 
IF the Northern ſettlements; and until Mr. Floyer was made acquainted 
"® WB with them, he would not wiſh to ſee him, or any man of honour, in 
charge of the ſettlement of Maſulipatam. 

As his lordſhip promiſed to lay thoſe complaints before the board 
in a few days, the Council concurred in the propoſed delay—This 

paſſed in conſultation the 14th of June, 1776. 
On the. giſt of June, locd Pigot laid before the Council a draft of 
a general letter, which he propoſed ſhould be written to the Court of 
DireQore—As that letter contained the united ſentiments of lord 
Pigot and Mr. Dalrymple, in whoſe hand it was written: As no 
mention was therein made of the Company's orders, reſpecting Mr, 
Floyer's appointment to Maſulipatam, or even of his arrival in 


"RM India; and as eight days had elapſed without any appearance of the 
454 Preſident's bringing forth the promiſed complaints, Mr. Floyer had 
_ | more 
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more than cauſe for ſuſpeQing, thata party! in the Council was eint 
ing, to prevent his going to Maſulipatam, notwithſtanding the Court 
of Directors had ſo poſitively commanded, that he ſhould proceed 
immediately on his artival to that ener in one it cred Perf vacated 
by Mr. Whitehill. 8 „ 

He therefore again moved the Council to come to Autre 


Pen thoſe orders, repreſenting it as moſt proper, that the Court of 


Directors ſhould be informed by that conveyance, either from the 
Preſident and Council, or from himſelf, Whether his faid appoint- 
ment ſhould or ſhould not take place, in the manner their maſters 
had been pleaſed to direct This at length produced a reſolution of 


the members of Council, at leaſt of a great majority of them, for 


confirming Mr. Floyer's appointment, which was accordingly noti- 

fied to the Court of Directors, and to the Council at Muaſulipatam. 

informing them that Mr. Floyer el ſoon Peres to take charge 

of that ſettlement. 

This reſolution of the Board, hotel in ſtrict conformity to the 

poſitive orders of the Court of Directors, was objected to in Council 
by lord Pigot and Mr. Dalrymple.—Theyboth informed the Board, 
they would deliver their opinions in n upon the occaſion, but 

which they never did. 


Lord Pigot, though reminded by ſome of the members of Council, "> 


almoſt at every meeting ſubſequent to that of the 14th June, and 


more particularly by Mr. Stratton and Mr. Brooke, who had been 
chiefs of northern ſettlements, of his promiſe to produce the com- 
plaints in queſtion z yet his lordſhip did not think proper to pay 
any attention thereto, until the gth of Auguſt following, when he 


produced, in Council, a petition from Loll Doſs, a ſoucar, or banker, 


at Maſulipatam, together with a draft of a letter addreſſed to Mr. 
Floyer and the Council at Maſvlipatam, and propoſed thyt he ſnould 


take the letter and petition with him thither. 
That letter, in which the purport of the petition is recorded, is 


to be found in the printed collection of papers, vol. ii. page 407 


from whence it will appear, that thoſe complaints afforded no ſuffi- 


_ cient ground for the pretence of de . Floyer's departure for 


his chiefſhip of Maſulipatam. 


Opinions may perhaps differ whe lord Pigot's motives, 


not only in his determined purpoſe of compelling Mr, Floyer 
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10 
to give his vote, and thus to take a part in the debates of 
Council at Madras, but in his lordſhip's perſeverance in detain- 


Ing, by various pretexts, Mr. Floyer from the ſtation to which 


he was ſo expreſsly and poſitively called by the Court of Directors. 

But from lord Pigot's declaration at the Council Board, . ſo early 
as within ten days of the arrival of Mr. Floyer in India, immedi- 
ately upon his having given a vote againſt his queſtion, and other 
facts herein related, Mr. Floyer doubts not to be fully juſtified in 
aſſerting, that his Lordſhip was actuated by a perſonal reſentment. 
againſt him, for having done what he thought was his duty, and 
for having executed the truſt. repoſed in him, as a faithful ſervant 
of the Company, unawed by the improper degree of authority 
which the Prefident had on ſo many occaſions aſſumed. 

However, after having detained Mr, Floyer two months from 
his ſtation and duty at Maſulipatam, and having ſufficiently in- 

volved him in the tranſactions of the Council at Madraſs, to en- 
danger his incurring the diſpleaſure of his employers ; if his lord- 
ſhip's repreſentations could produce that effect, lord Pigot did at 
length propoſe, that Mr. Floyer ſhould repair to his ſtation. 

It may not be amiſs to trace, as briefly as poſſible, the ftuation- 
of public affairs at the Preſidency, at the time when he propoſed: 

the departure of Mr. Floyer. | 

| The Preſident, lord Pigot, had threatened the Nabob e with 
placing an European guard upon his houſe, to keep him a priſonet 
in his own power. 

T He had refuſed to put a previous queſtion, moved by a meme» 
ber in Council, Be confidering it an innovation; although he, the 
Preſident, had availed himſelf of ſuch a privilege I veſted in a 
member, by putting a previous queſtion of his own, at a preceding. 
Council, held on the 14th of June, 1776. 


* Nabob's Letter to Sir Edward Hugh es, dated gd June wy entered in conſulta- 
_ day, Vol. I. Page 183, of the printed collection of papers from the India 
ouſe 


1 en, 28th June 1776. Vol. II. page 349. of the ſaid printed collection 
of pa 


1 ol. 4; page 236. of the ſaid printed collection of papers, 
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He had refuſed to put a queſtion to the Board, moved by a 
member in Council 4. 

He had declared, that no perſon but himſelf could agitate a 
queſtion at the Board; and who, if a queſtion ſhould be. propoſed: 
which to him ſhould appear productive of bad eonſequences, had 
an undoubted right to prevent the queſtion being put. t 

He had aſſerted a right to adjourn the Council of his own au- 
thority, contrary to the opinion of a majority in Council F. ; 

He had aſſerted, that a reſolution of a majority in Council could 
not be carried into enten, without the concurrence of N 
the Preſident 3. 7 

A motion had been ts by- Mr. pres MN a a in, 
Council, for the departure of the Committee of Circuit, in con- 
formity to the orders of the Court of Directors, dated the 25th of 
April, 1775. 8 

$ Mr. Brooke, another member, had-in Council 8 a ina | 
for the departure of the Committee of Circuit, which was ſtrongly; . 
oppoſed by the Preſident, lord Pigot, and three other members of 
Council; and, from various obſtructions. from day to day, that mo- 
tion was not determined until the 5th of Auguſt, 1776 *. 25 

Mr. Ruſſel, one of the opponents of Mr. Brooke's motion, who 
was nominated a member of that Committee by the Court of Di- 
rectors, in their ſaid orders of the 2 5th of April, 1775, and had 
become the ſenior member, or Preſident of that Board, by the de- 
parture of Mr. Dawſon for England ++, declared he could not poſ- 
bly get ready to proceed on that duty before the firſt of October 
following, which was a month beyond the laſt period fixed by the - 


+ Conſultation, 8th July 1776, Vol. I. page 318. of the ſaid printed collection of 


apers. 
mY Vol. I. page 320. | 
+ Minute of the Majority. Conſultation, - July 12 Vol. I. page 326. of the 
faid printed collection of papers. 
Ditto. 
f Conſultation, 26th July 1776. Vol. II. page yu. 1 the ſaid 3 colle ion 
of papers. 
5 Confultation, ift Auguſt 1776. Vol, II. page 3800 of the ſaid printed collection 
of papers. 
* ol. II. page 398. 
++ Conſultation, 5th Auguſt 1776. Vol. II. page 397. 
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Board of Counoil· for his departure. Mr. Nuſſel 2, in his letter to 
the Preſident and Council, dated ad Auguſt 1776, (only three days 
before he made that: declaration,) had expreſſed his defire of going 
to Tanjore. F | 

Mr. Dalrymple,” another member of Council, and of the Com- 
mittee of Circuit, appointed by the ſame authority as Mr. Ruſſell 
had been; and-who had alſo oppoſed the ſaid motions of Mr. Jour- 
dan and Mr. Brooke, thought the Board ought to conform to the 
convenience of Mr. Ruſſell, as far as - to allow him till the iſt of 
October. ee 

And lord Pigot, regardleſs of the order of the Court of Direc- 
tors,” had given it as his opinion, that the Committee of Circuit ought 
not to proceed at all, until he ſhould think proper. 

"Þ The Preſident, lord Pigot, conſidering his own reſponſibility, 
had thought himſelf warranted ta require that Mr. Ruſſell ſhould 
forthwith proceed to Tanjore to quiet the mind of the Rajah, not- 
withſtanding a great majority of the Council had reſolved that there 
was no neceſſity for that member's going thither, and that he ſhould. 
proceed, in conformity to his appointment from the Court of Di- 
rectors, upon his duty in the Committee of Circuit. « 

The Preſident had made two motions in Council; one for the 
calling up of two members of the Council from their northern chief- 
ſhips, to take their ſeats at the Board: || the other, that if upon 
enquiry, it ſhould appear that the nocturnal viſits mentioned by Mr, 
Ruſſell in his letter to the Board, dated 2d of Auguſt 1776, to have 
been made by the Nabob's ſons to the members of Council, ſuch 
member be ſuſpended from the Company's ſervice until their plea- 
ſure ſhould be known.—** And on the Preſident being called upon 
by Mr. Floyer in Council, to produce the names of any members 
whom he might haye to accuſe of any offence, his lordſhip replied, - 


it Conſultation, ad Auguſt 1776. Vol. II. page 382. 
#, Conſultation, 5th Auguſt 1996. Vol. II. Page 398 ' 
+ Ibid, Ibid. 135 
Conſultation, . 5th'Auguſt 7776. Vol. II. Page 396. 
Conſultation, 5th Auguſt 1776. Vol. II. Page 399. 
Vol. II. Page 399 
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that when he is perſuaded 1 8 the punjment bone, be will 
produce offenders, and not till then  _ 

This was the .precarious ſtate of the Company's government 
at Fort St George, when lord Pigot, on the gth of Auguſt 1776, 
propoſed the departure of Mr. Floyer to his ſtation at Maſuli- 
patam. 

The major part of the Council could not . be apprebenfive, 
that lord Pigot would not heſitate to carry into execution thoſe 
independent powers which he had repeatedly declared to be veſted 
in himſelf, on any occaſion he might chuſe. His lordſhip was, at 
that time, ſupported by three members of the Council. The ma- 
jority conſiſted of ſeven, who had uniformly reprobated the un- 
conſtitutional parts of lord Pigot's conduct, and who, from prin- 
ciple and duty, were reſolved to prevent him from diſtreſſing the 
Company's government, by an exerciſe of powers which they knew 
were not legally, or according to the eſtabliſhed cuſtoms of the 

ſervice, veſted in him. Mr. Floyer was one of thoſe members, 
and Sir Robert Fletcher was another. — From the declarations of 

lord Pigot, as herein before quoted, and from his ſubſequent 
conduct in Council to the gth of Auguſt 1776, it was not diffi- 
cult to perceive that his lordſhip would not ſtop there — Sir Robert 
Fletcher's indiſpoſition had frequently prevented his attendance in 
Council — his abſence, and that of Mr. Floyer, would, upon the 
arrival of Mr. Lathom from Cudalore, which happened nearly 
about that period, have procured his lordſhip a majority of voices 
in the Council, which were neceſſary to enable him to carry his 
views into execution.— The majority, therefore, detained Mr. Floyer 
at Madras, until they judged the ſituation of the Company's affairs 
there would admit of bis repairing to his ſtation at Maſulipatam. 

Thus Mr. Floyer was again reduced to the neceſſity of remain- 
ing to act as a member in the Council at Madras. | 

The printed publication of the Company's records have ſufficiently 
_ . demonſtrated, that almoſt every ſucceeding day produced additional 
danger to the conſtitutional, rights of the Company's government at 
Fort St. George, until it became neceſſary to reſtrain the author of 
ſuch impending evils. And the meaſures ſubſequently mama > 
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legal majority of the Council, compoſing the Company's government 
on the coaſt of Coromandel, called aloud for the utmoſt exertion of 
every individual member of 'that government.—This conſideration 
further induced the members of that government to detain Mr. 
Floyer at Madras, after the arreſt of lord Pigot, until the cloſe of 
their firſt public diſpatches to the Court of Directors Mr. Floyer 
ſigned thoſe diſpatches on the ad of October at noon, and took his 
departure from Madras within five hours after. 
In conſequence of Mr. Floyer's having firſt been gene to 
give his vote upon the claims in the Tanjore country, and after- 
wards detained at Madras, in diſobedience to the poſitive orders of 
the Court of DireQors, he was involuntarily made to become a party 
concerned in the debates and proceedings of the Council; from 
which a due obſervance of the orders of the Court of Directors mult 
neceſſarily have exempted him. 
For had Mr. Floyer been permitted to proceed to his ſtation at 
. Maſulipatam, agreeable to the very expreſs, pointed, and poſitive 
orders of the Court of Directors, and which he ſo repeatedly ſolicited, 
he muſt have been preciſely in the fituation of his two colleagues, 
Mr. Smith and Mr. Johnſon, who, hy remaining at their reſpec- 
tive chiefſhips of Ganjam and Vizagapatam, during the late tranſ- 
actions at Fort St. George, have been continued members of that 
government, by the ſame diſpatches from the Company which 
ordered the recall of Mr. Floyer to'England—lt being an invariable 
rule of the ſervice, that a member of Council, whilſt be is at his 
chiefſhip, or employed on ſervice diſtant from the Preſidency, is 
not eſteemed a reſponſible member of the government during his 
"abſence, or permitted to interfere, in any caſe whatſoever, jn the 
Company's affairs (the buſineſs of his own particular chiefſhip or 
department excepted) more than any civil ſervant of the ee 
below Council. 
Compelled by theſe circumſtances to continue to act as a mem- 
ber in the Council at Fort St. George, Mr. Floyer did, upon the 
23d of Auguſt, 1776, aſſent, with fix other members of the Coun- 
cil, to the order for putting the fort-houſe, and garriſon of Fort 


e in the poſſeſſion of the myjority of Council, and for. ar- 
reſting, 
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reſting, if neceſſary, the perſon of lord Pigot; the objects of which 
order were accompliſhed the day following But on the 29th 
of that month, and long before Mr. Floyer was permitted to 
depart for Maſulipatam, he had alſo aſſented to a reſolution of 
Council for liberating lord Pigot from all reſtraint, on condition that 
he would refide at any civil ſubordinate ſettlement of the Company 
upon the coaſt of Coromandel, until their pleaſure, reſpecting thoſe 
differences could be known, and pledge his word of honour to re- 
main in quietneſs within the limits of ſuch ſettlement, or on condi- 
tion that he would embark for England upon one of the Company's 
ſhips.—This reſolution was duly ſignified to his lordſhip on the 29th 
of Auguſt, 1776 but he thought proper to reject all the propoſi- 
tions therein made. 

From hence, then, it is moſt apparent, that Mr. Floyer, from 
the firſt day he took his ſeat in Council at Madras, was apprehen- 
ſive of being involved in diſputes, of a very ſerious nature, at the 
Council; that his being engaged in thoſe diſputes was very far from 
his wiſhes ; and that if lord Pigot had paid a due obedience to the 

orders of thoſe from whom he derived his authority, Mr. Floyer's 
name would not have appeared in thoſe diſputes—But' when he 
found himſelf abſolutely obliged to take a part, he gave his opinions 
in Council, in conformity to what he deemed the conſtitution 
of the Company, reaſoning, that if the arbitrary pretenſions of 
lord Pigot to à negative on every reſolution of a majority of 
the Council, ſhould be eſtabliſhed as a principle of government, the 
execution of every order, howſoever important, poſitive, and ex- 
preſs, from the Court of Directors themſelves, would 1 upon 
the opinion of the Preſident alone. 


